
California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page  6-217

 

Comment Letter I089 

 



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page  6-218

 

Response to Comments of Susan Rowinski, July 31, 2004 (Letter I089) 

I089-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Response to Comments of Daniel P. McGrath, August 3, 2004 (Letter I090) 

I090-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Response to Comments of Kenneth and Patricia MacKay, July 25, 2004 (Letter I091) 

I091-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter I092 
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Response to Comments of Don Holmes, August 12, 2004 (Letter I092) 

I092-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Response to Comments of Charlie Cameron, August 17, 2004 (Letter I093) 

I093-1 
Acknowledged.  Please also see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Response to Comments of Mary Jo Eastes, August 11, 2004 (Letter I094) 

I094-1 
Please see standard response 6.15.4 and standard response 6.21.1. 
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Comment Letter I095 
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Response to Comments of Richard Eastes, August 12, 2004 (Letter I095) 

I095-1 
Please see standard response 6.15.4 and standard response 6.21.1. 
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Response to Comments of Willliam and Elizabeth Lovett, August 16, 2004 (Letter I096) 

I096-1 
Please see standard response 6.15.4 and standard response 6.21.1. 
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Response to Comments of Nancy A. Simon, August 18, 2004 (Letter I097) 

I097-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Response to Comments of Joel Wells Schreck  (Mrs. Albert R.), August 18, 2004 (Letter I098) 

I098-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 
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Response to Comments of Nancy Barnby, August 17, 2004 (Letter I099) 

I099-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 
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Comment Letter I100 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Michael J. and Anita Brady, August 19, 2004 (Letter I100) 

I100-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 2.18.1.  Available 
studies (the CRA technical studies referenced in the Program EIR/EIS 
and other HST feasibility studies such as the FRA Commercial 
Feasibility Study, 1996) indicate HST ridership potential is highly 
dependent on the total trip time and the number of transfers.  The 
HST service would result in travel times between Downtown Los 
Angeles and Downtown San Francisco and Downtown Los Angeles 
and Downtown Oakland in about 2 and ½ hours, without a transfer, 
while the trip could be made between Downtown Los Angeles and 
San Jose in a little over 2 hours.  HST service to the downtowns of 
major cities such as San Francisco, Oakland, San Jose and to major 
airports greatly increase the connectivity and accessibility of the HST 
system, and enable the system to directly serve major regional 
transit hubs such as the Transbay Terminal, Diridon Station, Oakland 
Airport, San Francisco International Airport (SFO) and either West 
Oakland BART or 12th Street City Center.  If the HST system 
terminated in Fremont, air transportation would be considerably 
more accessible to intercity passengers than HST service in the Bay 
Area.  In addition to requiring a transfer at Fremont, BART does not 
provide express services.  BART travel times between Oakland and 
Fremont (38 minutes) and San Francisco (45 minutes) and Fremont 
are over twice the times that could be provided by HST service. 

The Authority investigated the ridership and revenue impacts of 
terminating the HST system in San Jose as part of its June 2000 
Business Plan.  Forecasts by Charles River Associates concluded that 
the HST system would lose about 17% of its ridership and 18% of its 
revenue if the HST system terminated in San Jose (Corridor 
Evaluation, December 1999).  The Authority concluded that service 
to San Francisco and/or Oakland is essential to the feasibility of the 
HST system.  However, please see standard response 6.2.1.     

The Authority disagrees that “existing documents concerning this 
proposed project indicated that almost 1900 trees are scheduled for 
removal in the San Francisco Peninsula area.”  Determining the 
number of trees that may be impacted by specific proposed 
improvements is beyond the scope of this program level 
environmental process.  In coordination with Samtrans, at a 
conceptual level of design, it has been concluded that the 
improvements needed for HST service would be almost completely 
within the existing Caltrain right-of-way, thereby minimizing impacts 
to neighborhoods, trees, and the natural environment.  Should the 
HST project move forward, determining specific impacts, including 
trees scheduled for removal, would be part of future project specific 
studies.   

Moreover, while the Program EIR/EIS acknowledges that there 
would be potential increases in noise impacts primarily as a result of 
increased frequency of trains, there would also be a reduction in 
existing noise levels due to the elimination of horn noise and gate 
noise from existing services as a result of the grade separations at 
existing crossings.  In addition, the document identifies noise 
barriers as a potentially effective mitigation strategy. 
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